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0 ed until the 

voice, nor any to Anſwer, nor any that regarded. | 

Acts, 8. 18, 19. And when Simon ſaw that through the laying on of the 1 

8 © handisthe Holy Ghoſt was given, he ſaid give me alſo his powers that on mhomſacuer 
Tlay wot he may receius the Holy-Ghoſt, " 

1. Cor. 12, 29. Are all Apoltles,. are all Prophets, are alt workers of Miracles: © 5 

. "Cor. 1 12. Truly the Signes of an Aopoſtie, were wrought among * in all - 2 


Ss 


Aid it 5 15 paſs, when mid-day was p af, . ts y 75 
Ame of the offering of the Evening Sacrifice ; ; that there Feit ber. 
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The Fable of the Sacred Pheenins 
The Fable of the Sacred Phoenix, 
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„ of PRELACT Rifing from the Aſhes of it's Funeral, © © 
= Briefly Examined and Refuted. 641 OO 


DUILA non captat Muſcas, Men of great Spirits and Proſaund 
Judgements are other ways Employed, than in catching of Flies? 
Hence the Author of the Phæntx is Exerciſed in a Noble and 2 
Princely Game; he is in queſt of the Phenix, and having rang d 
with indefatigable pains, all the Fields and Forreſts of this lower _ 
Mk World; bur ſtill miſſing his Prey, at lengch by a Tow'riag Flighe 
of his Soaring Fancy, mY mounted above the Clouds, and caſtirg his Eyes 
upon the Sacred Records, he hath found her, as he pretends. Aud if ve may 
believe him, ſhe is a Bird of Paradiſe, of Sacred Deſcent, and Divine Originaf - 
Her Name is Prelacy But I am apt to believe, that a very Superficial View of 
her will quickly diſcover, that in place of Juno he hath Embrac'd a Cloud; ad 
inſtead of an Eagle he hath catch'd an Owl, a Hauk of another Neſt, _ a 
This Ingenious Author is a great Undertaker, . and pretends to do wonderfal 
Feats, even to Raiſe the Dead, to Bleis the World, with a cleat View of the P. 
nix, or Prelacy Riſing from it's Aſhes. Spect atum admiſſi riſum teneatis Amici. 
Is this Great Man a Conjurer, or a Nzcromancer ? No ſuce! He is a Prophet, 
pag 7. of the Phenix, yea and more than a Prophet, a Worker of Miracles alſo, 
il his Project fail not. How groſly hath the World been miſtaken, who hitherto 
thought char he look'd as like a Monk of Dumjermling, as eicher a Prophet ora 
Worker of Miracles. - 57 OE Sy 
It muſt needs be own'd, That there is a very near Reſemblance berwixt the 
Phonix and Prelaty ; ſor as the former is not to be found amongtt the Works of 
GOD, ſo the latter is no leſs a Stranger ro the Word of GOD; as the one is 
a Fiction, with Reſpect to the Creation, ſo is the. other with Reirect to Diviue 
Inſtitution, and the Ph@n:yx ariſeth out oſits Aſhes in the ſame manner that Pre- 
lacy Revives, after it hath been ſolidly, Coufuted by Scriptural Arguments: 

N 5 Both which Predigies are only to be ſeen in the Vtopi- 
ebe Phœnix sa live- an *r of the Exalted Imagination of our Auchor, 
== /yEmblem of the Pertinacy of and of others of the fame Ricury, * Thus the Moral 
= Er, which though fully yuſlifies the Title of the Author's Pamphlet, as hes 
fad, and in a wanner peaks, pag. 1. And this may ſuſice jer the Morality 
reduced in aſhes, will yet of the Fable. But whencs was it thu this Learned 

= 77 cfcnd to ſt and its ground. Author, amongſt the Innumerable Hoſt of Ci rated 

ts | Beings, could nor fird one which might Hely 

Repreſent his Beloved Prelacy ? that he is forc'd to have Recourie to Fables and 
Fictions? only becauſe Truth is one, as the Author obterves, Pape 1. and is 
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_ - always like it ſell ; But FiRitious Peng bass 86 Jun Proportion to Real eder, 
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Si mile ſimili gaudet. Birds of a Feather {lee together. And therefore it was fit to 


match Prelacy with one of its own Rank and Quality. 


[:s ſtoried of an Excellent 


Artiffcer, who by his Admirable Skill, had ſram'd à Cock, a Curious and Rare 
Piece, that having. Refolv'd ro Expoſe this Machine to che Publick View of che 
City, be took Care that no ſuch Living Animal ſhould be teen upon rhe Streets, 
' leaf} the Sight of a true one ſhonld have diſcovered the Counter fit, and fo marr'd 


his Defign. The Author therefore di 
Emblem of Prelaq, Jure divino. 
The Men of Ephleſus, Acts 19. 35 


of th? Image that fell dowa from Jupiter, as this Author goth of the 
Divine Inf itution of Prelacy: But bold Aſſerrions, unleis ſupported by So- 


d not without Reaſon make the Phenix the 


Boaſted as much of the Divine Original 


lid Arguments, are Clouds without Rain, or an Empty Sound; Whether the Au- 


thor hath Advanced any Tolerable P:oof of the Divine Iuſtitution of Prelach, will 


+ hereafter appear. : 


As the Men of Athens, As 17. worſhiped an Unknown God; fo Prelatiſts pay 


Religious Refpect to an Unknown Prelacy. The Papiſts with great Unanimity 
afferc the Infailibiliry of the Romiſu Church, but they cannot agree where to Lodge 


it, whether in the Pope only, or only in the General Councils, 


or in Pope and 


. Council Joiatly : Juſt ſo, the Prelar:ſtr, tho they agree in this, that they hold 


Prelæ y to be of Divine Iuſtitution, ye. 
in the Prelates or if otber Paſtors ſhall be al- 


Jaritdiction ſhall be lodged only 


Whether the Power of Ordination and 


jowed to ſhare with them in the Power of Ordination and Juriſdiction ( the chief 


Power b ing always Reſerved to the P 


without bim) is not yer decided amongſt them. 


Cauticus, s ih:Author, affect a Divin 


relate, to that no valid Act can be performed 
Theſe who pretend to be more 


e Inſtitution of P-e!acy, whereby if not che 


fele power, yet at lcaſt the Chief Power is Lodged in the Prelaie· Thus he ex pi eſſ- 


etch himfclf, pag. 4h. where he inys, 


Tae Apaſiler were ſine quibus non, fo whom 


rhe Ciel il not the jole prwer did pertain. Which is plain Jugling - But in ſpight 


oſ this ſhifting he muſt ſpeak out, for 
es irates the ſole Power in the Prelates 


either GOD hath inſtituted ſucha Prelacy, 


,or only a Chief Power. If the Author pre- 


tend, that there is a Third, let him condeſcend and he ſhall have an Anſwer. 


He cannot ſay the firſt, for then his Caution is ſy 


Sence, than if be ſhovid lay, GOD hh appointed rhe whole Sabbath Day to bs 


SanAtified, at leaſt two hours of it - Hz hath 
and all Theſt, at leaſt from the Poor. Where the lnſtitution or 
e ſirſe, how Ridicolous is it io any of theſe Caſes to Ad- 


j-Q tuch a Caution? as if GOD were willing to diſpenſe with a part of his Iaſti- 


Divine luttitutions conſiſt in indiviſibili, and Can ne! 


malicious Lying, 
P: ecept is clear as to th 


tuſſons :* 
dien nor Miminution. | 
Beſides, The Author of the Funeral 


forwidden all Lying, at lealt all 


:her admit of Ad- 


of Prelacy, page 5. hach by ſeyeral Argu- 
„ 46; | | ments 


- 


perfliuons, and little better 


ments ſrom Seripture, particularly from theſe Texts, 1 Tim. 4. 14 A 1. 22 
and 16-4. 1 Tue FJ. 12. Hrb: 13. 1). 1 Pet. 5.12, Act 20. 17. 28. de- 
monltrated, that Elders, Presbyte rs or Pa ſtors, have a ſhare of the Power of Or- 
dination and Juriſdiction; and contequently Prelates have no Right to ſole Pow- 
er. But eicher the Author of the Phan hath not Read theſe, or net conſidered 
them, or is not able ro antwer them, and therefore he bach not fo much as touch'd 
them with the Tip of his Fingers. The Cautious Gentleman has thought it Ex- 
. pedient, wherever he find the Author of Imparity gravelled with any 3 
urged in the Funeral, to skip over them, and keep out of Harm's way; Fah quem 
| faciunt aliena pericula cantum. | BED. „ 5 
Neither can he Alledge rhe ſecond , that Prelates have only Right to the 
Chi Power by Divine Inſtitution; for fis ſt, ſince by this Opinion, a ſhare of 
the Pewer of Ordination and Jurisdictton, is acknowledged by Divine Inſtituti- 
on, to belong to all Paſtors, and the prerogative of a ſine quo non, is pretended 
to be Reſerved to the Prelate, he ovght to produce a clear Warrand 
from Scripture; whereby it may appear, that G O0 D hath in. 
veſted the Prelates with ſuch a priviledge above other Paſtors, and peremptorly 
Diſcharged and Incapicitated any Colledge of Paſtors to Exerce one Act with - 
out the ſine que non; otherwiſe its plain, that all Paſtors whatſomever are upon 
the {ame Level by Divine Inſtitution, and none of them hath any prerogative 
above another, this was urged inthe Funeral; page, 8. But in the ſecond place 
if the Prelate by Divine Inſtitution, ' hath the the power of a ſine quo non and 
no more, why doth the Autho: Grasp at the Sole Power, a Power beyond Divine 
Inſtitution, yet this he doth plainly when he ſays, that the Prelate hath jure Divino, 
if not the Sole, yet at leaſt the Chief Power, I ſhall only add another argument 
whoſe paralel is alſo advanced in the Funeral, page. 15, 16. Either all the Proc 
lates and Epiſcopal Miniſters who are of any LAs a”, Age, with a Multitude 
of their hearers axe un-Baptized, and not yer Received within the Boſome of the © 
Church, and willfully R-j-& the Ordinance of Baptiſm; fince they received do 
other Baptiſm then what is, according to Prelatich principl:s, null, being Bap- 
tized by Presbyterian Miniſters, whoſe Ordination is Null, becauſe no fine gue 
nen Concurred in it. Or elle this ſene quo non, muſt be Caſhiered as baving 10 
juſt pretence to a jus Di vinum, ſor the validity of Prebayterian Ordination is plaiuly | 
Inconliſtent and Incompatible with a ſie quo non, without whom no valid AR caa 
be Exerced. But ihe Author of che Phenix loving to Sleep in a whole Skin hath _ 
moved none of theſe objections in his Pamphlet, leaſt he ſhould have beca 
obliged to ſhow the Prelares Scriptural Commiſſion; where in ſtead of this Pre- 
Togative, a g eat Blank would appear to rhe perpetual inlamy of F 3 
Now ler us conſider the Authors mighty pe ſot mances. pave 3d he undertakes ty. 
Prove that Prelacy is that uualcerable.Form of Church Government ifiſſ ituted b 
Chriſt in his Church, a d chot from the principles and Reaſonings of theAuthor of -_ 
the Funcraland he beginswith 1 Cor. ! 2.28. Eph.1 1.1. Texts cited by che A uns | 
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of the Funeral, hence he -Argues, CHRIST: gave Apoſtles, Prophets, Evan: 
Aal, Fe. For the per ſectiug of the Saints, ſor 'the Edifieing of the Body of CHRIST, 
tl, all come in the Uuity of the Faith and of the Knowledge of the Son of GOD 
unto a perfect Man, , e. till the Saints be perftected, and thei Officers were 
not given to the Church as Temporary and Extraordinary, but as ſianding and 

GERD P 5 
continuing Officers unto the End of the World, and from 1 Cor, +t2.-28. its evi- 
deut fays he, that there was any Imparity among thele Church Officecs; firſt A. 

 P*fter, {Econdly Prophets, thirdly Teachers, Anſwer, | deny the-Gonſequence, for 
If, the Text, Eph: 4. 11. doth clearly hold forth indeed, that our LORD hath 
ſufficientiy provided Officers for his Church unto the end of che World, but there 
is not the leaſt hint that each Species of theſe Officerg above Enumerated ſhould 
cntirue in the Church unto the End of the World; The Text- may well be 
uiiger flood thus, that the Church ſhall-never want ſome of the ſe Ranks of Officers, 
either there ſhall be ſet up in it Apoſtles, Prophets, Gx. as in the fir ſt Age oſ the 
1 Church, or at leaſt Paitors and Teachers, to that all theſe Ranks or Species of 
-M Officers ſhall have their ſhare in. Carrying on the Work, in pe: ſycting the Body 
5 of Cheil zbut hence it can never be inferred, that its neceſſary,thar all theſe Ranks 

fi of Chu ch Officers ſhould always continde in che Church. - 24/y. This muſt be the 

"1. meaning ofthe Text, fince it hath been clearly Demonſtrated by many argu- 

it ments irrm Scripture, page. 20, FT < and 22. of the Funeral, that Apoſtles, Pro- 

| phe te, and E: angeliſt: were only Temporary Officers, what the Autho offers by 

way of Anfwer co theſe, ſhall be Conlidered in its proper- place. | 

1 34% . From Eph,. 4. 1. and 1 Cor. 12, 28. Its plain ro any man of Common 

1 Un derſtanding. that Apoſtles, Prophets, Evangeliſts and Paſters, are different ipe- 

dies ard Raks of Church Officers; he gave ſome Apoſtles, and ſome Pro- 
/ ets, and ſome Evangeliſts, and tome Paſtors and Teachers; how evident is it, 
that the Acjecting (and tome )- cleatly imports a Diſtinct:on and Difference 
betwixt che Preceeding Rauk or Clais, and the ſubſequent, how abiurd were 
it co ſay, he ordain'd ſome Preachers, and ſome Vaſtors, and ſome Teachers, 
ar d ſome Preaching Presbyters, all which ſigniſy Officers of the lame Rank or 
1 p cies; no can any Man without Horror, impute ſuch Babling to the Hol 
r rer | ” y 
71 Ghoſt, ſurely then, theſe Ex preſſidns Emphaticaily point at Diſtinct orders or | 
F Species of, Church Officers. In the other Text, its faid, And God hath fet ſome 4 
1 in the Church, firſt Apoſtles, ſecendly Prophets, thirdly Teachers: No Mortal can | 
| corceive, how fi ſt, Secondly and Thirdly, ſhould be ſpoken without deſign \, 
' of Diſtinguſhing or Differencing; the evidence ef this, exrorted from the | 
Author, Page 3. An acknowledgment, that to ſay Firſt, Apoſtles, Secondly Pro- 

piers, Thi dly, Teachers,plainly imports a Claſſing oftheſeOfficers, whence he very 

1 well inſers, that the Apoſtles are a different Species from Paſters 5 and he might 

1 have ſer v, that for the tame Reaton Prophets are a diſtinct Claſs or Species, both 

FX from the Apojfiles ard Paſtors, and ſince theſe three are different Species of 

Church Officers, we may Reaſonably infer , that the Evangeii/ts make another 
= | | | 8 | Species 
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Species, ſor in Eph. 4. 1 1. They are in the fame manner diſtinguiſhed from the 
other Species of Officers, as theſe are from one another: Now fince there arc 
ſour Ranks of Pceaching Church Officers of Divine Inſtitution; the Autho, 
muſt either ſne us. Apofties, Prophets and Evangeliſts in the Epilcopal Church 
which he can pretend to, or acknowledge that the want of theſe is a fine 

ful Deſect in the Church, or elſe yeild. that ſome or all of theſe are Tem- 
porary Church Officors, which plainly. Contradicts his Gloſs upon the above | 
cited Texts. 4%. 1 Cor. 12. 28, its expreſly faid, that God hach ſet ſome in the 
Church, i. e (the Catholick Church which is to coutinue nnto the. end of the 
World) Firſt Apeſtles, fecondly. Prophets, thirdly Teachers, after that Miracles 
and Diverſities of Tongues; and then its ſubjoined in the 29 and 30 Verſes, 
Are all Apoſtles, are all Prophets, are all Teachers, are all Workers of Miracles, do = 
all ſpeak with Tongues. Shall we therefore infer that Workers of Miracles, and 
chols that ſpeak with Tongues, ſhall be always in the Church, becauſe theſe 
were ſet by God in the Catholick Church ſor its Edification, this is the exact 
parallel of our Authors Argument. RE... | „ | 

What he adds further in this 34 4 Proceeds. upon the Suppoſition, that 
the Apoſtles, were Ordinary Officers, which is moſt falſe, as hath been Demonſtrat- 
ed.in the Funeral. 8 15 FVV 

Page 4th, He Argues thus, the Apoſtles were Paſtors, who had the power of Ord- 
74tion alone, or at leaſt ſine quibus non amongſt many Paſtors, Erpo,the Government i- 
Prelatical; he proves the Antecedent, Chriſt gave unto the Apoſtles only, a 
Commiſſion to plant his Church; Ergo, They had either a ſole or chief power 
of Ordination. Arſ. Erge, They warrantably ordain'd without Pre sbyters, be - 
fore there were any ſuch, I grant, but how proves he, that Presbyters aſter 
Churches were planted, might not ordain with or. without the Apoſtles. They 
actually exerced this power ( ſays he) without concurrence of any Pre:byter-Paſtor, . 
Act. 14. 23. Ana. How proves he that there. were any Precbyters in . 4 5 
Churches, When Paul and Barnabas were about to ordain Eigers in every City. 
2dly. The Apoſtles were extraordinary Officers, aud ſo there is no Conſequence 
from them to Prelates. 34ly. If this Argument be of any force, the Prelate 
myſt have ſole power, which is abſurd, as hath 
Funeral, Pag. 5, 6, 7. The Arguments the Author may Anſwer. with his convea 
niency. He fays, in the 34 place, that there is 10 inſtance in Scripture that Preſ- 
byters did ordain or exerce any act of Juridiction independent of the Apoſtles; 


been Demonſtrated in the. — 


Air. Such Negative Arguments from Scripture, are as weak as Water; We 


read not iu Scripture, that Philip the Evangeliſt Prayed or received the Lords 
Supper, Ergo, he never prayed, &c. 2aly.1 retort it thus, no inſtance can be given 


of an ApoFle or other Church Officer, who ordained a Paſtor in a conſtituted 
Chnrch, without allowing Precbyters an equal ſhare with them in Ordination. Ergo, 
they could not act otherways. 34ly. + Tim: 1. 14. The Presbyters expreſſy lay on 
hands or ordain, without mention of any Apoſties or Evangeliſts, why then is 


the Author ſo Confident that no inſtance can be given? He 


— 


— 


— 


= He Argues farther, . page 4th. There is no warrant in Seripriite fer altering bas 
1 form of Government, wh:ch was inſtituted by Chriſt; this is @ principle ( ſays hs ), 
demn by the Auther of the Funerai, hut Chrift inſtituted Frelatical Government, for . £ 
he ſet up Apoſtles in the Church. Ergo, Arfw. I deny the minor, for 1f.The Apoſtles 
Were Exitaordivary Officers, as hath been fa:d: 24%. Tho the Apoltolick 
Office.were ordiuary, I d-ny. that the Apoſtles exerced either a fole Power, or 
the Power of a fine quo ton ina conſtituted Church, or covid do fo; and therefore b 
they wete no Prelates in the Modern fence, and conſt quently no Patern for 
Prelatical Government. 341). Ks no alteration of Chriſcs Infticution to want 
Apoſtles, whom he only could fend forth, and who were only Temporary Oſ- 
ficers; m-n alter his inſtitutions when they lay aſide theſe which he hath ap- 
pointed to be oblet ved, but not when they ceaſe to uſe thoſe which he only 
appointed for atime, as-is clear in the caſe of the Ceremonial Law, let the Author 
prove from Scripture, that God hath given power to men to ordain Apoſtles, 
or that Apeſtles are ordinary Officers of the Church, and then we ſhall acknow- 
ledge, that. where Apoſtles are wanting the Divine Inſtitution is altered; bur 
this he hath hitherto. endeavoured- in vain. 3 gs Fo ng 
The Author is Imployed, as ke informs us, Page 5th. in ſpringing a Mine, 
whereby he pretends. ro blow up into the Air at once, all the Principles and. 
Reafoniogs of the Author of the Funeral; let us behold with attention, the 
Curious Art of this Wonderful Engineer; but in the mean time, he would do 
well to take care of his own Pate, and keep a due Diſtance, behold how it 
Thundereth? : FFC 988 CY 
Fthe Church Officers Inſcituted by CHRIST ( fays he) as Reckoned Eph. 4 
11, be all Temporary fave one; vi. ( Paſtors) then that Inſtitution is no Stand- 
ard to the Church, now this over throws his fit ſt and ſecond principles; Anſwer, 
If chis be the meaning of theſe words, (then that Inſtitution is no Standard now,) 
that all theſe Species ol Officers, whether Temporary or not, are not to be continued 
in the Churchzlts moſt true but thus th: Author Fights with his ownShadow, Where 
ſajd the Author of the Funeral, that the whole Inſtitution concerning the Offi- 
cęrS of the Church whether Temporrry or not; was to be a per ptual Standard to 
the- Church: But il che meaning be then that part of the Inſtitution, whereby 


* 
* 


the Ordinary Officers of the Church were appointed, by hriſt is no Standards 
now; its moſt ſalſe, aud there is not che leaſt ſhadow of Reaſon for this inference, 
now. what ſaid the Author of the Funeral, his fi-{t, principle faith the Author of 
the Phenix, page, 2. Is that Chriſt bath ſet up Governcurs in his Church. The 
2d. is, if Goyernoucs are appointed, the foim of Government is allo Deter- 
mined, this being the immediate Reivie of the Former, thus whilſt Temporary 
Officers ate in ch>Churca as Apoſtles, &c. the Form ol Government is allo Tem- 
porary, but when thele have Cxaſed the Ordinary Form of Government, which 
opgh: o coutinuè in the Church, Reſults from the Ordinary Cflicers of theChurch, 
and is to be Regulated by ihe Divine Inſtitution concerving theſe Standing and 
g 8 : wp Ep Ordinary 
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Ordinary Officers, ſee page, 34, of che Funeral. Hence its evident, that te 
- principles laid down in tfie Funeial Stand as fim as any Rock, in Spight of tbe 
Admirable Art of this. Famous Matter of Artillery. (45179 | 
Now let the Author prepare agatoit a Countermine, If there is only orie 7 
Sßpftcies of Ordinary preachingChurch. Oſſicet s, by Divine Inſtitution, then the Or- 
dinary Form of Church Government ought to be ſuch as gives an Equal ſhare of 
the Government to all theſe Preaching Officers or Paſtors 3 and Conſequently, by 
Way of Parity or Presbyterian Government, but there is only one ſuch Species, viz. 
:Presbyters or Paſtors, . for it hath been partihj proven” here, and fully in the 
Funeral, that nei:her Apoſtles, Prophets, nor. Evangeliſts, were ordinary Officers; and 
this Author cannot pretend that there are Preaching Officers beſides theſe. Ergo, 
The Connexion is evident, and the Minor is proven already, and therefore Pres- 
byterian Church Government is of Divine laſtitution. But our Author urges, pag. 
J. if Apoſtles, &c. were Temporary Officers, then it would infer ſuch an Alter- 
ation of Chriſts Inſtirution, as comes near to a total Subverſion of it, contraty 
: 201 4 SOrETION 


the 3d Principle laid down by the Author of the Funeral. e 
Anſw. Here the Author bewrays either ſhameleſs Diſingenuity, or groſs Igno - 
rance; for the third Principle (as he ſpeaks) is to be found in the 351% page 
of the Funeral thus, that there is no Warrand in Scripture ſor Altering that Forin 
cof Government which was inſtituted by Chriſt, where the Meaning is obvious, 
that no Mortal can lawfully: alter that Form of Government, in whole or in part, 
Which Chriſt hath inſtituted and appointed to continue in his Church. This is e- 
vident from all the Arguments urged by the Author of the Fmeral, agdinſt alter- 
ing the Form inſtituted by Chriſt : How accutely then doth this Learned Diſ- 
putant argue? Could not Our Saviour alter his own Temporary Iuſtitutions, or 
zather could he not give ſome ſuch, as ſhould only be in force for a time, ang 
others Which were to be perpetually binding. If he did ſo as hath been preven, 
can it be thence inſerted, that Men have altered or ſubverted his Inſtituttions, be- 
cauſe they will not continue theſe Temporary Inſtitutions beyond the Feried that 
he pr efixed te'them / Such Triffling would be more ſutable to aschool - bey; than a 
Grave Divine. e 99 e e ee, I 2H, L 
He further argues, pag: 6th. That Chriſt's inſtituting Officers, makes them 
ne ce ſſar y, and unqueſrionably obliges us to obſerve them; bur if Chriſt had ap- 
pointed Temporary Officers, this would be falſe. Ergo, Anſw. When Chriſe 
initituts or appoints ſomething to be obſerved ſor a time, that bꝭ comes e ipſo ne- 
ceſſary, but only in that period; and when he Enacts other things to be per petu- 
ally obſer ved, the ſe eo ip/o become neceſſat y unto the End of tht World; Hence the 
Ainor, or rather the 2d propoſition is palpably ſalſe. This Lear ned Man ſeems mighty 
fond ol Quibling, who reſts ſatisfit d with this poor ſhadow of aSophiſm, Tempra y 


Inſtitutiuns are not always neceſſuy, ergo, they are not neceffary at all Our Saviouf, 
Math. 10. 9, 10. Forbids the Apoſiles to provide Gold or Silver in their Put ſes, or 
Shoes or Staves. Do the Prelates the pretended Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, ob- 
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lerve this Inſtitution or Precept? Either it is 388 or not, if neceſſary, why - 
do they not obſerve it? If not, how are all Chriſt's Inſtitutions binding or ne- 
ceffary ? Thus the Author is entangled in his own Net. 

The Author being weary of acting the part of an Opponent, begins to ſhift the 
Scene in the och page. He is now to acquit himſelf as a Valiant Defender ofthe 
Prelatick Cauſe: And ſirſt, he undertakes to anſwer the Arguments ad vanced 
m the Funeral, pag. 20. for proving that the Apoſtles, &c. were Extraordinary 


and Temporary Officers. | 


_ Thefirſt Argument was, Its evident that we have expreſs Rules and Directions 
in Scripture, concerning the Trial and Admiſſim of the meaneſt Church-Officers, viz. 

_ Deacons. Now if the Apoſtles, &c. were Ordinary Church Officers, we ſhould 
rather have had a Warrand in Scripture for ordaining ſuch, and Directions con- 
cerning their Admiſſion and Trial; for it caunot be thought, that our Saviour, 
who was fo careful of His Church, as to give Directions concerning the meaneſt 

Church Officers, would yet leave her in the dark; in a matter of the greateſt im- 

portance, concerning the Ordination and Trial of the Church Officers, of the high- 
eſt Rank. But v e have no Warrand in Scripture to ordain ſuch, nor Directions 
concerning their Trial. E»go, the Apoſtles, &c. are not Ocdinary Church. Offi- 
cer: See pap.20. of theFuneral. But the Author puts it in a very different ſhape, 
and was not aſhamed to mutilat it thus, there is no Warrand in Scripture, ſays 
he, for Ordaining Apoſtles, nor Directions concerning their Qualifications. Ergo; 
They were Extraordinary. To which he anſwers, This is a ſofficieat Warrand, 
Chriſt ordain'd or ſet up Apoſtles in his Church to Plant and Feed his Flock. 
Ergo, He gave them Power to ordain others who might ſucceed them in the full 
Apoſtolick Oſſice; I Reply, there is no Shadow of Conſequence here, he adds, 
that Chriſt promiſed to be with them, 1. e. the Apoſtles, to the End of the 

World. Ergo, Anſw. This will fall under Confideration afterwards, and there- 
eng at preſent. He ſaysfurther, but offers no proof, That the Apo- 
ſtles ordained Apoſtles, as Barnabas, &c. I deny it, and he will never be able to 

. p:ove it. Laſtiy, Chriſt's inſtituting Apoſtles (ſays he) made them neccſlary, 
jor we ace unqueſtionably obliged to obſerve his Inſtitutions, according to the 
Rule mentioned in the 34 Line page 35 of the Funeral. I Reply, this is Crambe 
Rreccta, we are not bound to obler ve Temporary Inſtitutions, after - they are ex- 
pired, and the Argument which he now pretends to anſwer, is a ſufficient Evi- 
dence, that the Apsſtolick Office was temporary. He goes on, the Qualifications 
Required in Apoſtles are particularly ſer down in the Epiſtles to Timothy, and 
T:ti4, in Relation to their Peculiar Office: And as for other Qualifications, they 
a e common to all Paſtois. I Reply; this is a moſt groundleſs Aſſertion, for in 

all theſe Epiſtles there is not the leaſt mention of O:daiving Apoſtles, or of the 
Que'ihcations required in them, when they are to be ordained or admitted; and 
the Auchor is ſo much couvinced of this, that he durſc not cite a ſingle Text tor 
Proot of it. = = ws n 
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| The 2d. Argument was, if Apoſites, Prophets, and Evangeliſts were Ordin aj 
Church Officers, then there ſhould be four Ranks of Ordinary Preaching — 
V ffcers, &c. To which he Anſwers, page 7th, That the Author of the Funeral 
Bewrays his Ignoranoe in this matter, and that its his Ordinary Blunder to look 
vpon theſe as Different Species of Officers, which were no more diffe: ent Orders 
then Paſtors and Teachers. But this point I have fully Diſcourſed already, page 6; 
7. and 8, to which I Reſer him, only I muſt put him in mind, that here he not 
only Contradicts plain Scripture, but alſo himfelf for page 3. he Aſſerteth that 
1 Cr. 1 2. 28. clearly proves the Apoſtles to have been aSuperior Species to Paſtors, 
becauſe they are Claſſed thus, ficſt Apoſtles, Secondly Prophets, Thirdly Teacherr, 
' which doth as Strongly Conclude the Apoſtles to be a Superior Species to Pra- 
phets, and theſe again Superior to Paſtors, yer here in the 7th page he Confident- 
ly ſays, that Prophets and Evangeliſts are not Diſtinct Orders of Church Officers 
from Apoſtles and Paſtors, is not this a Flat Contradiction? And whereas he 
' Alledgeth, that Paſtors and Teachers may by the ſame Reaſon be made Diftia& 
Orders. I Anſwer firſt, that the Import of theſe Words and Promiſcous uſe of 
them in Scripture plainly Demonſtrates; that theſe ſigniſie one and the ſame Office, 
which cannot be ſaid of Apoſtles, Prophets, &c. Beſides any Man who hath Eyes 
may ſee in Eph. 4. 11. The other Officers Diſtinguiſhed from one another, by 
(and ſome) thus (and ſome Evangeliſts) (and ſome Paſtors) but it is not 
added ( and ſome Teachers) but thns, (and ſome Paſtors and Teachers, ) plainly 
pointing out, that theſe two words ſignifie one and the ſame Office. 4 
The Author further informs us, that not only Paſtors but alſo Deacons were 
Evangeliſts, thus (lays he) Philip the Deacon is called an Evangeliſt, As 21. 
and 8. A Notable Argument! So Publicanes and Fiſhers, and Tent Makers 
= were Apoſtles, for Matthew was a Publicane, and he was an Apoſtle, Simon a Fiſh- 
ex and Simon an Apoſtle, Paul an Apoſtle, and Paul a Tent Maker, and thu 4 
School-Maſter or a Shepherd may be Adorned with a Mitre and a Paſtoral Staff, te 
Eilaſigns of a Lordly Prelate, ſhall we therefore Conclude, that theſe Offices are 
not Diſtinct? Its as ealy ro Conceive how he who is now a Deacon may after- 
Wards be Advanced to the Office of an Evangeliſt, as how a Shepherd or School- 
' maſter may afterwarys be a Conſcreated B.ſhop. But concerning Evangeliſts, ſee 
=# the Funeral, page, 36, and 27. 3 . | 
= He goes on every Paſtor was a Prophet as Jadas and Silas are called Prophets, 
Ad, 15, 32. For in the Goſpel-ſenſe, every one who is Impowered to ſpeak un- | 
to men to Edification and Exhortation and Comfort is a Propher,” 1. Cor. 14, 3. 
Anſwer, Doth our Author think, that becauſe Judas and Silas were Prophets there- 
fore every Paſtor was a Prophet, he may as well conclude that Simon (er is an 
Apoſtle, becauſe S:mon Peter was one: As to the Text, 1 Cor. 14. 3. it clearty 
proves, that tuch as Propheſie in the Church, ſpeak unto Men to Edificatinn; but 
will he thence infer, that all char ſpeak co Men to Edificarion (or all Paſtors) are 


Prophets, he may as well argue, that all Apottles are Paſtors, ergo, all Paſtors 
| | | 7 e 
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* "C4423" 55 1 
are Apoliles , but that Prophets are a diſtin Species of Church Officers from 


them, leaſt he ſhould have been obliged to Refute them. He Anfwers More» 


aid to have been made Bifhops by the Holy Ghoſt, Acts 20. 28. were theſe alto 1 5 


fac d begging of the Queſtion, But the Author thought it was a far more eaſie 
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ordinary Paſtcis, and allo Apoſtles, hath been already fully evinced ſrom Eph, y, 
Ir. and 1 Cor. 12. 28. And its certain, that there were in the Primitive Churck, 
Prophets who could foretell furure Events, Ads 11. 27, 28. where its ſaid, that 
Frophets came down from Jeruſalem, and amongit them one Arabus, ſignificd by 
the Spiric, that there ſhould be a great Dearth, Acts, 21. 10, 11. A Certain 
Prophet Named Agabus for etold, that Paul ſhould be Bound at Jeruſalem, Its 
allo clear, that theſe Prophets had Special and Immediate Revelations oſ the/My- : 
ſteries of the Goſpel by the Holy Gholt. Eph. 3. 3. 5. By Revelation GOD 
made known to me the Myſtery, which in other Ages wrs not made knuwn-un- 
to the Sons of Men as its now Revealed unto his Holy Apoſtles and Prophets by 
the Spirit, and 1 Cer. 14. 29, 30. Let the Prophets ſpeak two or three, and let the 
other Judge, I/ any thing be Revealed to another that ſitteth by let the f* ſt held his 
peace, but ſuch Prophets are now Ceaſed; And if for theſe Reaſons Prophets were 
Extraordinary Officers, why not the Apeſtles alſo ? See the Funeral page, 20. where 
thele A goments are Urged, but our Author hath not ſo much as mentioned | 


over, that the Different Qiders of Golpel Officers, are not to be taken from 
Names and De ſigvatiens which are Commen, 1 Reply that 1 have therefore 
'Evinced the Different Species of thofe ſrom more Solid Grounds, which were al- 
fo hiated at in the Funeral page 20, though our Author takes no Notice of them. 
The thud Argument was, II the Apoltles were neither meer Paſtors, nor Ei- 
ſhops, whether Metropolitan or Dicce ſien, &c. than they were extraordinary 
Church Officers, for Prelatiſts cannot pretend another ſort of ordinary Preachirg- 
Officers. But thefirit is true, % the Author anſwers that they were Biſhops, 
aud the Apoſtolick Office is ex pre ſly called a. Bifhoprick. Act, 1. 20. But is not 
the Elders Office called to alſo, Pet. 5 2. And are not the Elders of Epbeſus 


Prophets? It was urged in the Funeral, page 21. that the Apoſtles fleither had 
tole Power of Oi dination, nor were they ſine quibus nen, ergo; they were not Bi- 
thops of any kind. The Author anſwers, that they were ſuprrior to Ordinary 
Fatcors. I Reply, This is plain Shifting, it can never be thenc- infer'd, that 
the y had either ſole Power, or ſine- quo- non up. The Prophets were ſuperior to 
Paſtors, were they therefore Prelates allo? This we fhall have at leaſt rwo 
Rauks of Prelates, Jure Divine, Our Auihor oight therefore io have proven, 
that they had either a Sole or a Chief Power; for in one of theſe Prelacy mult conſiſt. 
He adds, It cannot be denied without centradicting the whols Goſpel * Hiſtory, that the 
Ap: files exerted all the Apoſtolical or Epiſcopal Power, in Ordination and Juriſdictiun 
er Paſters and Precbyters, That they ee ted the Apoſtuiical Power, no Mortal 
ever denied, but to ſay that the Apoſtelical was the Epiſcopal Power, is a bare- 


Task to take it for granted, than ty prove that the Apoſiles exerted he 
| | - Epiſcopal 
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ich A Combi and that! W Nel a8 the 40 Ditciples had; 1 * 
2pe not, aud yet he thinks himielf a Goſpel Paſtor. He goes on, be. Denton; 
wreght great Miracles, 4 Philip and Ste phen; and though t ere 15. nom n⁰ο Dratun 
that ; could. anſer the C Charatter of of theſe firſt Paſtor: aud Deacons, will any Alen thente 
in er, that aſtors and Deacons have now no 9 in the Chureh, IN the Taſtrencs 
i no leſs abſu d concerning. the Apoſtles. 5 

I Reply, Philip tho' ar firſt a Bèncon, was uftarwards' an Evang «liſt; Mar 21. 8. 


and both he and Stephen were more then Deacons, they were workers of Miracles? 


935 all Dęacons Workers of miracles) I Know no Ground for ſuch à thoy ty Was 
the power of Miracles a part of theDeacons Office? No ſurely,we have anAccount 
of chisOffice. Acts 6.1.2 In its firſt IbRitution,theDeacons were only 77 55 d"ro 
Ser ve Tables, to take care of the Poor, and not toPteach the Word, and 1 Tint * 
Its Required of Z:ſhops or Paſtor;, (hut not of Deacons) that they be apt to Teach, 
hence Wwe may Judge whether Prelatick Deacons who Preach” and Bret ire of 
GOD ornot., But on the other. hand, all who were Aro Hes Were Workers of 
Miracles, and had all the other Characters. 150 * 10 Fyneral," a 8 — A 
14. Trat the S gne⸗ i an Apoſtle were 955 bt by m in Sig 1 AN 471 Fm 
Mghbry Deeds * 3.12 "the power of wor g Keef, Speiking' His 100 noues, 
conferring theGiſts of theHoly Ghoſt, e ſuch Chatscters as Were allo Parts 
Kok ' Apoſtolick Office, Tak 9, 1. 2. ſee page. 23, and 25 +, Of, 

ere this is ; Demonſiraced by ſeveral "Arguments 115 ch this Auch r 'Yath 
over,for ſea 'of Stumbling on them. Now if ſo great. a part of the Ap er 
KI 
is, vogue yably_ Expired, where is the ITE [05 app Rating oa gerte to 17 
erce the e Office in this Age? Or:whete' is the Watr and fd Ha 
Zeile bis lroin Feexehife,. Pro bets or after, ſurely the Scripture mäkes 
ng, mention of.ch m, and Prophers afd Evangehſts, have alfo Gealed, f. that of 
the Preaching burch Officers of Divine [oftitutiq g. only Paſtors Rer 4 h to be : 
ersol The. Church, wichout any. ſhadow of rrequlity of Power 55 _ 

"The Airhor after his Glorious Atchievements, A ppeals. ta. wh, Biſprereſted 
pi f ſon, whether: the Author of the Funeral. hath given he leaſt Þ 

900 BR, {rom Be ure, that the Apoſtles 150 "Temporary ( fficets, and if 

optracy aath not petformed his undertaking, vix. Revived Pralacy 
FT, the eng and made it Evident from. Eph. 4,. 11. and 1 Cor. 12. 
28. dd £ fp oftolick .Office was a petpetual ſtanding Oe in the Church; and 
fo my 10 1 Jie. Cordially with him in the Appeal. He urges one Tekt'r more 
for 19 5 ek 18 Points Math. 28, 20, where CHRIST lays Exprefsly to his A4. 
am with you alway, . even to the End of the World. But he might 
(wy tate jg bis G oſs, upon that 'Sctipture Suſficiently Bafled in the 4, 5, 6, and 
7 paze, of jhe es to the Funeral, where its De monftrat ed, that the true meaning. 
of hs Texc.i is, that CHRIST promiſeth only that lie will be with the Apoſtles 

d. We ie wht Succeed them in the Power, of, Preaching and Baftiz.ing and; 
not only, with the Apoſtles, elle Epiſcopal Miniſters could not pretend to a ſhare, 
i q this promiſe,which | hope the Author will think abſurd; Beſides it would follow 

Wan hat Gloſs, that the ſull Apoſtolick Office ſhould continue to the End of the 
World, the contrat y whereof is  oronſiPated, both in the Preface and page 23, 
* of the Funeral, but all chele ar e pal over Y the. Au with 
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ilenes, leaſt tie y ſnonld riſe u in Judgement againſt him; And whether the Au- 

- thor-of the Funeral or the! Author of the Phaniy Impoſsth moſt upon Mens Senſes 

and Faich ug he fpeaks; let ithe Impartial and Judicious Reader Determine page 

9, dur Aumor teils us, char the ſame Anſwers which he hath given above wilk 

* abundantly/Serve the Arguments offered in the Funeral for Pre ſbytery abd againſt 

Pralaoy: Fhefeſore he forbears to mention themy buy ſince the weaknels of tbeſfſe 
Anf{wershath been ſufficiently: Diſcovered, all'-thete Arguments ſtand yer firm 


5 * 


nd Uthe fo ts IP PO 5 4 
But the Argument, abſurd in 30 page of the Funeral, touches him in the 
quick, and thereſore he muſt take notice of it, its ſhortly this, The Epiſcopal Clergy 
. by the Teſty Sore away to the King, 4 Power of Diſpoſing of the External Gover A 
mit of the Church, or of the Form of it, and conſequently either its not of Divine 
wee ge beet en Me Sworn falſly : That they Who took the Teſt aſferted 
fuch a Prerogative ro pertain to the King, is clear by Comparing the Teſt 
with the AQts/of Parliament cited in the-Funeral; and that no King can diſpoſo 
ol Avin ! raſtitution, is alſo clear, and conlequently he cannot diſpoſe of the 
ferm ge Govetanient, if it be of Divine Inſticution, and they that Swore he 
cab S ore felſty!! Its soident therefore that either Prelacy' is not of Divine 
luſtitution, or they have Sworn falſiy, which of rheſe Propoſitions -,dare the 
Author deny? What can he Anfwer? Firſt, he fays, they have ſufficiently Vin- 
dicated themſelves from this Guilt; I deny it. 24% The Author of the 'Fus = 
. miral (ſays hie) breaks througk all the Boundaries of Religion Law, Reaſon 
and Common Sthee; in the Chate, why ſo? Hew proves he this heavy Charge? 
He makes the Law! (ſays he) extend the Kings Prerogative beyond - what 
he ever claim'd, let the Acts of: Parliament ſpeak, do? not they aſſert the ſore- 
faid Prerogative? Doth not the Teſt bind the Swearers to maintain all the Kings 
Prerogatives? And did not the King requir? his Subjects to take the Teſt# + » 
Fo them did the King Difown- or never claim this Prerogative? O Prodigis = 
cus Impudente! And this is all the Anſwer 'weare to expect, only he faintly-. 7 
inſinuats that the Kings Explanation of the Teſt took of all theſe Scruples, but 4 
that the Explaination did alter the Caſe, is ſully evinced in the Funeral; But 
(ſays he) this diſcovers the Authors Ignorance of the Supremacy, either in King 
or Church, which reacheth only to things undetermin'd and indifferent; ix 
which all Proteſtants own that the King in his Dominions hath a Power Para- 
mount to which every Soul is Subject, and ſurther he tells us, that Chriſt bak 
Inveſted the King with a Power, to determine it all things indifferent and undes 
tei min'd by God, and inſinuats that our King claimed: no other Supremacy j 
but iſ the Reidef be pleaſed to turn his Eyes to 1 A 2 Sej: Parl: 1 Cha: 24; © 
and 1 AF 2 Part: Cha: 2d, he will eaſily perceive that the King claim'd the pow=' _ 
et of ordering and Diſpoſing of the External Government of the Church, and 
of enacti _tuch Conſtitutions and Acts concerning the Adminiſtration ol the 
External Government of the Church, che Perſons imployed therein, and con- 
Cerning all ( Ecclefiaſtical Meetings) and matters to be propoled therein, asl 8 
He in His Royal Wiſdom ſhall *thiok fir, which Conſtitutions being Rt coded iu! 
Council, ſhall be obeyed by all his Subjects, any Law to the Contrar, notwitbh- 
landing, and by the 1 At, 2 Seſ. Park 1 Charl, 2d. All Church . bY 
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